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22.17 is a misrepresentation, for which, we must confess, we were not
prepared from a representative body like the Public Health Committee
of Johannesburg. What possible connection there can be between the
vast Native population of the Transvaal and the Coloured population,
we cannot understand, and if the Public Health Committee had only
taken the trouble to deal with the Indians for whom alone the Location
is to be established, it could have shown conclusively that the fears about
the Indians cutting out the Europeans are imaginary, for the Indian
population is hardly more than 7,000 as against 84,000 whites in Johannes-
burg, and the Indian population of the Transvaal is hardly over 10,000
as against the European population of 300,000. On the one hand, to
talk of Indian competition ruining the whites and, on the other hand,
to dangle before the English public figures including the Native popula-
lation, and then shew the terrible disproportion, is hardly worthy of a
great public body. Then, the Committee has gone into a comparison
of the position as between Johannesburg on the one hand, and Natal and
Pietersburg on the other. This is a second edition of Sir Arthur Lawley's
comparison. We have already dealt with this phase of the controversy,1
and humbly endeavoured to shew that it is all in favour of the Indians.
The Committee now boldly states that the British Indians should not
have any share in the European trade at all, and that "the Bazaar should
be kept completely apart from any neighbourhood inhabited by Euro-
peans", and it is for that reason that the Committee has chosen the wilder-
ness at Klipspruit for dumping down the Indians, who can neither do
any hawking nor any trade, except among themselves and the few Kaffirs.
But the Kaffirs cannot be any customers of the Indians because, being most
of them workmen, they will have to go to town early in the morning and
return probably about eight o'clock at night. They are, then, not likely
at that time to go to the Asiatics and make their purchases there; they
will naturally make them in town. The charge of insanitation has also
been dished up again. "It is impossible," says the Committee, "by any
method of supervision to insure the observance of the Public Health
Bye-Laws by these people". We challenge the Committee to produce
statistics in support of the contention; we ask for figures shewing how many
prosecutions under the Public Health Bye-Laws have taken place against
the Indians; in how many cases they have neglected to conform to the
regulations. So far as we are aware, and we know Johannesburg Indians
a bit, we would be much surprised if there have been six prosecutions
against British Indians throughout the year, and we make bold to say
that in hardly a single instance has there been a second prosecution against
the same man. Sanitary inspectors throughout South Africa have laid
stress upon the docility of the Indian and his willingness to comply with
lawful orders. The Committee says: "The recent outbreak of plague,
1 Vide "The Transvaal",  10-9-1904 and "More about Sir Arthur Lawley's  Dispatch'^
24-9-1904.